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..and 


NO to 
the Poll 


Tax! 


Five months after the introduction of the Poll 
Tax it is estimated that 20% of those registered 
have not paid. In some areas, mainly in the 
inner London boroughs, the default rate is as 
high as 37%, and these figures do not include 
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The face of capitalism's future... 


The Gulf Crisis 


NO to War! 
NO to Imperialism! 


The Gulf crisis is a direct result of imperialism 
and if war breaks out the slaughter and de- 
struction which follow will be one more bar- 
baric outcome of the capitalist system. The 
real reason for the u 


build up of Western military power in the Gulf, 
the most massive build up of forces since the 
Vietnam War, can be summed up in one word: 
“OIL”. President Bush, speaking to the Penta- 
gon staff on 15 August blurted out the US’s 
“honourable goals” in these words: 


The free flow of oil is necessary to protect 
our ... way of life ... our freedom and the 
freedom of friendly countries... All would 
suffer if the control of the world’s great out 
reserves fell into the hands of Saddam 
Hussein ... America is protecting the free- 
dom of nations.” 
So the freedom the US is fighting for is the 
freedom to have cheap oil, the freedom of 
capitalism to keep its profits up by securing 
cheap raw materials and nothing more. All the 
other fine words about international law and 
the rights of small nations are just lies to 
camouflage this dishonourable but fundamen- 
tal capitalist aim. 


Imperialist Order in the Gulf 
The roots of the present crisis lie in the Iran/ 
Iraq war. The real reason for this war was to 


-| contain Iran and ensure the “free flow of cheap 
| oil” to Western capitalism. The US encour- 


aged Saddam Hussein to attack Iran and then, 
in conjunction with Russian imperialism, kept 
the war going for 8 long years while a million 
people were killed. They did this by selling 
arms to both sides, and when the Iranians looked 
like winning the US intervened militarily to 
help Iraq export its oil. The man who today is 
a dictator, butcher, second Hitler and so on 
was only 2 years ago the US’s military ally 
receiving satellite and AWACS intelligence 
via Saudi Arabia, receiving US naval help in 
sinking the Iranian navy and shooting down 
any Iranian aeroplane that came within range, 


|| as well as receiving US wheat to feed his army. 


It suited the US to keep the war going by build- 
ing up Saddam because the war kept Iran weak 
and ensured both countries sold their oil 
cheaply. The savagery of the Baghdad regime, 
execution of opponents, use of poison gas etc., 
which today cause the Western bourgeoisie to 
weep buckets of tears were then quietly ig- 
nored. When the war had exhausted both 
countries peace was imposed. Iran was then 
supposed to sign a peace treaty and start pay- 


ing back its massive $800bn war debt - the cost 
of 8 years of slaughter. At the same time the 
US wished, of course to continue the “free flow 
of cheap oil”, which it did by means ofits clients 
within OPEC, the Gulf states, including 
Kuwait, and Saudi Arabia. 


Although Iraq had been doing the US’s dirty 
work for it in the Gulf war, still the regime had 
its own mini-imperialist ambitions. As far as 
Baghdad was concerned the war had been to 
break up Iran and annex the Kuzistan oil fields 
as well as to overturn the 1975 treaty with Iran 
over their border on the Shatt al Arab water- 
way and seize control of both ofits banks. After 
this bloody war Iraq was not prepared to sign 
a peace treaty which did not make some ac- 
commodation to these demands. Iraq’s refusal 
to make peace with Iran meant she became a 
destabilising force in the region and began to 
come into conflict with Western imperialism. 
This conflict became more acute as the coun- 
try pressed ahead with its nuclear and rocket 
programmes. It is for this reason that we have 
been presented with a stream of minor crisis in 
the West’s dealings with Iraq, e.g., the Bazoft 
execution, the “supergun”,, etc. 


A further issue of conflict was that of Iraq’s 
debts. The country could not repay its debts, 
let alone rebuild its economy, while the price 
of oil was around $15/barrel. Iraq needs ahigh 
price for oil if it is to keep the lid on the social 


Inside 


situation. A large proportion of Iraq’s workers 
are foreign, the two largest groups being the 
Egyptians and Palestinians, who number 1.2 
million and 170,000 respectively, and if aus- 
terity is increased they would leave, and the 
continual mobilisation has produced discon- 
tentin the army. Apart from the much reported 
execution of officers, there have also been 
Teports of military convoys being looted by 
soldiers. Iraq owes some $45bn to Kuwait and 
Saudi Arabia and so the quarrel with Kuwait 
and the subsequent annexation of the country 
was a way out of the economic impasse caused 
by the war. Firstly, about $20bn of debt could 
be written off, and secondly, the price of oil 
could be forced up since the new greater Iraq 
would now contain 20% of the world’s oil 
resources and account for 7% of the West’s 
production. The annexation of Kuwait also 
puts Iraq in a position from which it can 
dominate or threaten both the US’s other allies 
in the Gulf and, eventually, Israel. Saddam’s 
aims were made clear in his initial letter to 
Bush offering to withdraw from Kuwait if all 
$80bn of war debts were written off and $50bn 
of credits supplied to rebuild the ruined econ- 
omy. However, Saddam’s imperialist aims are 
in conflict with those of the US which can be 
summed up as cheap oil, divided Arab states 
and a strong Israel. 
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WORKERS’ VOICE PAGE 2 


Organisations like the SWP, whose propaganda 
talks about revolution and the need to over- 
throw capitalism, will attract members who 
are militants of the class struggle. However, 
the SWP should not be judged on the basis of 
the individuals it attracts, but on whether it 
accelerates or retards their development of a 
critique of capitalism, of an arm of criticism 
which tends to become a criticism of arms, as 
Marx puts it. If it accelerates this develop- 
ment, then the more militants of our class that 
join itor are influenced by it, the better. Ifitre- 
tards this development, the more militants it 
attracts the more dangerous it is for the estab- 
lishment of a 


really revolu- Neither Washington 


tionary party. 
We would ar- 
gue that the SWP does retard the development 
of a revolutionary critique of capitalism, by 
diverting it into channels which can be used by 
one of capitalism’s fractions against others. 
The SWP’s position on the Gulf crisis con- 
firms this. They argue that: 


or Moscow but... 


However, there are wars between capital- 
ist states (where the ruling classes of both 
nations are capitalist) where Marxists do 
take sides. 
This is because the capitalist world econ- 
omy not at all made up of roughly equal 
competitors. On the contrary it is hierar- 
chically structured with a minority of 
“great” imperialist powers at the top 
..which systematically exploit and oppress 
the rest. 
In wars between these imperialist powers 
and the countries they subjugate, socialist 
stand for the defeat of the imperialists and 
the victory of the oppressed nation.... 
(There is a quote here from Lenin’s Socialism 
and War which is slightly tangential in that it 
deals with wars between noncapitalist coun- 
tries (in the above sense) and imperialist 
powers). 
..This is not (sic!) because we support the 
bourgeoisie of the oppressed nation. We 


IBRP DRAFT STATEMENT 
As the Gulf crisis shows, 
the end of the Cold War 
has not brought the end of 
the age of imperialism. 
In fact Saddam 
Hussein’s invasion of 
Kuwaitisa direct prod- 
uctof the manoeuvres and machinations of imperial- 
ism, particularly its all-powerful Western variety. 
Consider the facts. In 1963 the United States’ secret 
police, the CIA supported the Ba’athist coup to fore- 
stall the growth of the Iraqi Stalinists. The lists of Iraqi 
Stalinists supplied by the CIA led to the deaths of S000 
at the hands of the same Ba’athist Party to which Sad- 
dam belongs. Saddam continued this pro-Western 
tendency (despite receiving weapons from the USSR) 
by attacking Iran in 1980 at the behest of the CIA (who 
told him thatit would be an easy victory). His statedaim 
was to overturn the 1975 Algiers Treaty, forced on Iraq 
by the USA, which gave the Shah of Iran a share of the 
Shatt-al-Arab waterway, but the real aim was to over- 
throw the West’s most dangerous enemy, the Islamic 
Republic of Khomeini. During this war Iraq was the 
tool of Western imperialism. 

Despite support from both the Westem and Eastern blocs, 
which included the use of the US Navy to safeguard 
Iraq’s oil exports, despite missile attacks on cities and 
poison gas on the battlefield, Iraq could only achieve a 
stalemate when the armistice was signed after eight 
bloody years of war. Stalemate, however, was what the 
West wanted. They had supported Saddam to prevent 
the emergence of a regional imperialism which would 
be a threat to their interests in the Gulf, particularly the 
supply of cheap oil. By the late 1980s they had begun 
to have doubts about their control of Iraq. They had al- 
ready sanctioned an Israeli strike on the main Iraqi nu- 
clear power station (in 1981). When Saddam refused to 
sign a peace treaty with Iran the West began to put 
pressure on Irag to remember its client status. All talk 
of wiping out Iraq’s $80 billions of debt, resulting from 
the war, was dismissed and the USA used Kuwait as a 
stalking horse within OPEC to keep the price of oil as 
low as possible in order to undermine the Iraqi effort to 
rebuild their shattered economy. The anti-Iraqi public- 
ity in the West over the nuclear triggers supposedly 
intercepted at Heathrow, the Bazoft Affair and the super 
gun crisis were all part of the struggle to bring Iraq to 
heel. 


are for their overthrow by their own work- 
ing class. 

What we are supporting is the right of the 
peoples of these nations notto be oppressed, 
bullied and exploited by imperialism. 
The imperialist powers are not only the op- 
pressors of weaker nations but also our 
oppressors and exploiters and the principle 
bastions of the whole world capitalist sys- 
tem. 

Consequently a defeat for imperialism weak- 
ens capitalism as a whole and assists the 
struggle of the working class for socialism 
internationally, 


Interna 


(John Molyneux, “Teach yourself Marx- 
ism”, Socialist Worker 25 August 1990: bold 
text is Molyneux’s stress, underlining is 
ours.) 


The first thing that needs saying about this is 
that we agree completely that “The imperialist 
powers are ... our oppressors and exploiters”, 
and we are, as should be clear from elsewhere 
in this paper, for their defeat. 


However, the quote also reveals that, for the 
SWP, present-day capitalism is divided into 
“oppressed” and “oppressing” “nations”, and 
that the victory of the former over the latter is 
a step forward for socialism. This thesis is at 
variance with seventy years of history, from 
the delivery of the Shanghai proletariat into 
the hands of the Kuo Ming Tang (the Chinese 
National Liberation Movement) by the Chi- 
nese "Communist" Party through the Korean 
War to the Vietnam War (there is not the faint- 
est glimmer of the dictatorship of the proletar- 
iat (theworking class's political control over 
society), let alone socialism (the abolition of 
classes and the running of society by the pro- 
ducers) in either Korea or Vietnam - nor has 
there ever been). Rather, imperialism isa world 
system (in which there are naturally ter 


And make no mistake. Saddam Hussein intended to 
overturn the balance of power in the Middle East. His 
ultimate aim was torevive pan-Arabism and put himself 
atthe head ofan Islamic crusade against the Israelis. He 
intended to replace Pax Americana in the Middle East 
withanew form of the Babylonian Empire (he is having 
old Babylon rebuilt!). 

Inso doing he has challenged 80 years of domination of 
the oilfields by Western imperialism. The first oil 
concession was extorted from the Turkish Empire in 
1908 and after the First World War Britain received 
Iraq, Jordan and Palestine (as it then was) as part of its 
imperialist spoils. When Iraq was given independence 
(and a pro-British King) Kuwait was excluded from the 
new country. This oil- rich enclave remained part of the 
British Empire until 1961 when it was handed over to 
the Sabah family to actas the managers for British inter- 
ests. The nominal independence of all the sheikhdoms 
of the Arabian peninsula means that they are run for the 
benefitof Western oil companies. Without the oil which 
flows from the Gulf the economies of the OECD coun- 
tries would collapse. If Saudi Arabia had also fallen out 
of Western control a third of the world’s oil supply (out- 
side of the USSR) would have been in Saddam’s hands. 
The US cannotallow this to happen since it would make 
Iraq the real powerbroker in the region. The US build- 
up of troops in the area is therefore not just to “defend 
Saudi” or even to enforce the blockade of Iraq. It is 
certainly not to “restore democracy” or even get rid of 
a supposed drug baron like Noriega in Panama. The 
intention is to attack and the war aims are not to remove 
Traq from Kuwait but to extinguish the Saddam threat to 
Western imperialist interests. When they do the death 
toll will be more than the 200 killed by the Iraqis when 
they invaded Kuwait or even the 8000 killed by the US 
marines in Panama. The consequences will certainly 
not be confined to Iraq and Kuwait. 


and weaker powers) which cannot be weak- 
ened relative to anything outside it - because 
there are no countries outside it! 


That this is so is demonstrated by Iraq’s inva- 
sion of Kuwait. What lies behind this is Iraq’s 
inability to generate enough surplus value to 
both pay its debts and maintain its productive 
capacity (a necessity for paying future debts!) 
with the resources to hand. Iraq could not 
simply step outside the imperialist credit sys- 
tem (which is nothing but a mechanism for 
draining value from nation to nation) as it is 
dependentoncredit. In other words, Iraq, even 
now, is fully integrated into the imperialist 


something inside itself: the working class. Both 
in the central imperialist powers and in the 
periphery, the working classisa sleeping giant. 
If it were to struggle in its own interest there 
would be no question of war in the Middle East 
or elsewhere, and socialism would instead be 
onthe agenda. The problemis that everywhere 
the proletariat is ideologically under the thumb 
of the bourgeoisie. Socialists do not run away 
from this fact, either by denying its reality, or 
by deducing that it is a necessity. Even if the 
Gulf crisis does not erupt into war, socialists 
will point out that capitalism nevertheless gen- 
erates war as a result of its economic crises, 


ional Fratricide! 


system. 


Tt should be clear that Molyneux’s assertion 
that “We are for their” [the bourgeoisie of the 
oppressed nation’s] “overthrow by their own 
working class” stands in direct contradiction 
to the main thrust of his article: any movement 
by the Iraqi working class against the Iraqi 
bourgeoisie will weaken Iraq with respect to 
the “imperialists”. The SWP may well argue 
that they would support a revolutionary work- 
ers’ movement capable of overthrowing Sad- 
dam in order to strengthen the fight for social- 
ism, but such a movement, no matter how 
rapidly it grows, must go through a period in 
which it is not yet strong enough to achieve its 
final aim, and during that period it will hamper 
the Iraqi war effort, if it comes to war. The 
SWP must necessarily oppose the construc- 
tion of such a movement, even if they would 
hypocritically “support” it if is constructed 
despite their efforts. 


We, on the other hand, are for the construction 
of such a movement in Iraq, just as much as we 
are for the overthrow of the British bourgeoi- 
sie as part of an international revolution. This 
is because, although there is nothing outside 
imperialism, it can be weakened relative to 


Down with Bush and Western Imperialism 
Down with Saddam and Iraqi Expansionism! ."s ccs. 


No to War in the Middle East! 


A few years ago sucha direct strategy would have been 
impossible without the threat of a global conflict in- 
volving the superpowers but today the USSR is so far 
out of the game that Gorbachev fully supports US ac- 
tion. Gorbachev’s economic strategy depends on 
Western capital and he is furious that the USSR could 
not contain Saddam. A war could divert Western capi- 
tal away from the Soviet Union. Thus Soviet officials 
in Washington have delivered information on Soviet 
missiles in Iraqi hands to the Pentagon. All this goes to 
show that what we wrote in January that “the world is 
now an infinitely MORE dangerous place” is absolutely 
true and that “...capitalism can no more divest its impe- 
rialist coat than a wolf can abandon its own skin” 
{Communist Review No.8 p.1] 


What Should Workers.Do? 


Every class conscious worker must oppose imperialism 
in all its forms. This means rejecting any mobilisation 
behind any nationalist movements whether in the Arab 
or the Western world. It means too rejecting the advice 
of self-styled “‘socialists” and “workers’ parties” who 
call for support for the bloody Ba’athist of Baghdad. 
The enemy of our enemy is not necessarily our friend. 
Saddam is an imperialist (albeit on asmaller scale) who 
has put to death thousands of Iraqi workers (not tc men- 
tion the half million who died fighting on behalf of 
Western and Soviet imperialism on the Iranian front). 
Our opposition to imperialism means we mustalso fight 
their puppets in all the Middle Eastern countries, includ- 
ing the one who has become too big for his boots. 
Workers don’t join in the fight to forge a new imperial- 
ist order but carry on their own class struggle to end all 
imperialist orders. 

For workers everywhere our greatest enemy is our “own” 
state. We have to fight its war plans and preparations in 


and that wars are solely in the interests of the 
bourgeoisie. 

Inconclusion, we are for the construction of an 
internationalist working class movementin all 
countries, for the defeat of the bourgeoisie in 
all countries, in contradistinction to the SWP 
whose support for the weaker power leads only 
to support for the mobilisation of the Arab 
working class behind Saddam Hussein, to 
support for one side in the episodes of fratri- 
cide of the workers on behalf of the bourgeoi- 
sie that the world capitalist system is preparing 
for us. 


THE GULF CRISIS - 
CAPITALISM’S BUTCHERS 


Fai Out 
Gulliver’s Bar, 
Oldham Street (off Piccadilly) 
Manchester 
Saturday 15th September, 2:30 


every possible way. This 

’ means in the first instance 
@ that we demand the imme- 
diate recall of all West- 

q ern forces sent to the 


send further forces must 
be opposed by strikes at ports and airports for ex- 
ample. If fighting breaks out we must call for frater- 
nisation between Western and Iraqi soldiers and 
turning the guns on the officers. 
Second it means fighting attempts to impose more 
austerity and cuts on services in the name of the “na- 
tional interest”. Workers have already put up with too 
many sacrifices and still the capitalists can only offer 
rising inflation and unemployment. The capitalist cri- 
sis which has lasted for two decades was about to plunge 
the world into a further recession. This oil crisis, as in 
1974, will provide them with the perfect alibi to explain 
away the failings of the system. Our response must be 
to ignore the lies, ignore the nationalist hysteria, and 
fight for a higher standard of living. In particular, we 
call on the British North Sea oil workers to step up their 
struggle and prevent the bosses increasing production. 
This strike must be extended to include all oil workers 
and extended to other workers. No sacrifice for impe- 
rialism's wars! 
The presentcrisis will not eruptintoa Third World War. 
Such a danger is not yet on the agenda. Butit will form 
part of the preparations for new alliances along whicha 
future world war could be fought. In any case war is en- 
demic to imperialism and war will be visited on differ- 
entregions of the capitalist perphery at different times. 
It will not be halted by the peace campaigns of the 
pacifists. Itcan only be stopped by the overthrow of the 
imperialist system itself - and the only class capable of, 
this is that which creates the wealth which gives the 
imperialists their power - the working class of the world. 
Spread the ideas contained in this statement by discuss- 
ing them in your workplace. 
Order copies to be given out wherever you can find an 
audience. 
Step up the fight against austerity and cuts. 
Join us in building a nucleus around which a future 
independent working class international can be built. 


i i i i i i IBRP and the 
Reflections on an Intervention In Workers’ Voice 52 we published an account of an intervention by the 

. GIK! in East Germany to distribute the Address to the Workers of Eastern Europe, 
which was printed in draft form in Workers’ Voice 50. Here we reproduce from Battaglia Comunista an account of a similar 
intervention in Czechoslovakia carried out by the Partito Comunista Internazionalista,one of our fraternal organisations in the IBRP. 


May Day in Prague 


In Battaglia Comunista No 3 (year 44: 1990) 
we published a document on the situation in 
the countries of the Eastern bloc. This text 
emerged from a meeting of internationalist 
groups from various Western countries which 
was held on the initiative of the International 
Bureau for the Revolutionary Party (BRP) in 
Vienna on 17th February. 


Tens of thousands of copies of this document, 
which took the form of an Address, have been 
distributed on several occasions by militants 
of the above organisations in East Germany (in 
Berlin, Dresden and Leipzig) and in Czecho- 
slovakia, naturally in the appropriate language. 
To what purpose? As stated in the document 
itself the purpose was twofold. The first was 
to convey our solidarity to the working class of 
those countries which has been: bloodily ex- 
ploited for decades by the Stalinist state capi- 
talist regime. Now it is being mocked and 
cheated by the devious Western bourgecisies’ 
lies as they prepare to continue the exploita- 
tion at objectively higher rates. The second 
aim was to contribute to the disentangling of 
the class’ political vanguards so that they can 
enter the road leading to the reconstitution of 
the international party of the working class. 
For the groups signing the document the main 
problem is how to contribute to the birth of 
new organisations for the class” political van- 
guards in the agitated Eastern context and to 
_encourage the their maturation with the per- 
spective for the construction of the interna- 
tional proletarian party and torelaunch revolu- 
tionary political initiatives on a new basis. 
The document is also being translated into 
Hungarian and Polish for distribution in the 
relevant countries. 


On May Day the document was distributed en 
masse in Berlin and Prague. Here we report 
what our comrades experienced in Czechoslo- 
vakia. 

Kladno: this is a small city about 20 km North- 
West of Prague, separated from Prague itself 
by that city’s airport. 

Imagine a slum in one of our big towns ele- 
vated to the rank of a city and surrounded by 
two steel works and other smaller factories dis- 
tributed in the countryside. Further descrip- 
tion would be a form of literature for which we 
do not have space. The inhabitants of Kladno 
are almost exclusively proletarians, and they 
donotlive well. They workin the surrounding 
factories or in Prague, which is connected to 
Kladno by bus and train. On the eve of May 
Day, which in Czechoslovakia as in Italy was 
the day between two holidays, our comrades 
met hardly anyone on the streets. Having 
distributed a few dozen leaflets at strategic 
points in Kladno, our comrades went to 


Prague, which also had the atmosphere of a 
day preceding something important, but here 
it was the elections. Many people dressed for 
the holiday and with a rather more refined ap- 
pearance than those in Kladno passed by with 
the air of somebody who was thinking of 
anything but the meaning of what had hap- 
pened or of the great unknown which was 
opening up before them. On the Bridge of 1st 
May arally of the Czechoslovak Socialist Party 
was being held. The first impression, which 
was later confirmed, was that the debate which 
was raging in the gardens of the island beneath 
the bridge was of interest only to the partici- 
pants. In other words, it was immediately ob- 
vious that the majority of the people in the 


vicinity did not share in the energetic debate 
nor in the enthusiasm shown by the political 
militants who were, nevertheless, not few in 
number. 


Those journalists who talk of an entire popula- 
tion involved in the debate and the movement 
are lying. 

In this situation our comrades decided to start 
distributing the leaflet. It was obvious that the 
free distribution of printed paper was a great 
novelty and the text went like hot cakes. 


Shortly after we started some militants of the 
CSP engaged one of our comrades in discus- 
sions in English while the remainder contin- 
ued the distribution, giving short explanations 
to those that requested them in English or Ger- 
man. 


From the discussion it was clear that this Party, 
even though it has not even a draft programme, 
was one of those dedicated heart and soul to 
the interests of the petty bourgeoisie. They 
declared themselves to be idealist and nation- 
alist-and in favour of a sharp differentiation 
between the wages, living conditions, social 
position and political power of the intellectual 
and professional classes, and those of the 
working class. From the very first there there- 
fore emerged from the discussion a loud con- 
firmation of the thesis of our document: 


Next to benefit will be those who made up the 
majority of the demonstrators in Leipzig, in 
Prague, in Bucharest, etc. ; that is, the well- 
dressed sons and daughters of the professional 
classes. It was those who were not Short of a 
few marks but who wanted access to the better 
quality consumer goods from the West. This is 
why they were in the forefront of the demand 
for “freedom” - Western bourgeois freedom 
where those with the most cash hold the most 
influence. 


A further confirmation arrived with some 
youths who were angered by our distribution 
ofcommunist propaganda. It was only through 
the mediation of those intellectuals who were 
already peacefully discussing with our com- 
rades that things did not come to blows. It was 
useless trying to convince such bour- 
geoisiefied reactionaries that the communism 
propagated by us is different from that with 
which they had been deceived: the more as real 
communism would not be to their liking ei- 
ther. The thousand or so documents already 
distributed would suffice. The next day a- 
waited. 


On the following day, May Day, the hoped for 
workers’ demonstration did not materialise. 


The unions in Czechoslovakia remained at- 
tached to the regime and have in fact disap- 
peared. Autonomous workers’ struggles which 
could have expressed a new form of workers’ 
organisation were and are absent. From being 
the day of the struggle of labour, May Day has 
been transformed, in Prague too, into a festival 
on which every political force, whether or not 
it has been institutionalised, feels free to make 
its own presence felt. And since it was election 
time, every group or front of groupsdidits own 
thing. 

Where would the workers be? No-one was 
able to give an answer. Our comrades there- 
fore decided to go and see the remnants of the 
Czechoslovak “Communist” Party. It might 
have been dangerous to go to communicate to 
the Stalinists all our hatred for their state capi- 
talist regime of exploitation of our class, it 
would be worth it, if there were any residue of 


their working class base present, disorientated 
and witnessing the last breaths of that Party. 
We should carry the open letter of the Interna- 
tionalists of Europe to them. 


When we arrived at the CCP’s party seat a 
group of students whose precise politics were 
not clear to us had already started a disruptive 
action. A score of them were piling up CCP 
posters from previous May Day demonstra- 
tions at the entrance of the place. Theregime’s 
rhetoric displayed the enthusiasm of the regi- 
mented Pioneer brigades and of applauding 
workers, and magnified the victories of the 
regime itself and its guiding Party. The aim of 
the students’ action was obviously midway be- 
tween mockery and provocation. Soon the 
“students” were surrounded by a thick crowd 
of militants and intrigued passers-by. 


This was the situation in which our militants 
began to distribute the document at the en- 
trance to the seat. This was initially greeted 
with suspicion: many thought that it was a 
further provocation from theright and then im- 
mediately discovered that if it was a question 
of provocation this time it was coming ... from 
the left. But the document again went like hot 
cakes. Warious people asked for clarification 
about the document’s origin, the signatories’ 
positions, their view of the events in Czecho- 
slovakia, etc. The majority of those requesting 
clarification were clearly not the bureaucrats, 
who were visibly discomforted by this intru- 
sion of foreign communists, but working class 
and intellectual elements, possibly still sup- 
porters of the CCP, but - in confirmation of our 
hypothesis - obviously disorientated and thirst- 
ing for knowledge and discussion. There was 
no shortage of those who wanted to study the 
document and eventually establish contact for 
discussions. We are not sure that they will do 
what they said they would do, but this was as 
far as we could take things in line with the 
revolutionary political tasks given to us by the 
organisations which met in Vienna. 


Having distributed 3,000 copies our comrades 
returned to the Bridge of 1st May. where there 
was a rally held by the Alternative Left. 


This is an amalgam of diverse political forces 
ranging from a handful of Trotskyists through 
Ecologists to radical democrats. 


The rally actually consisted of an address from 
ten or so militants on soapboxes and of re- 
freshments offered to passers-by and those who 
had come to the gardens below the bridge out 
of curiosity. Here too there was no lack of 
discussion (including an exchange of ideas with 
foreign representatives of the [Vth Interna- 
tional), but this was mainly with people who 
were angry that communist propaganda was 
again being made. Substantially, the same situ- 
ation as on the previous day in the same place 
occurred again, with the difference that the 
organisers of the rally did not intend, nor did 
the passers-by have the courage or the force, to 
chase off our comrades. 


Despite the fact that our communism is real 
communism, while that denounced by the 
emerging petty bourgeoisie mass was just state 
capitalism managed by a brutal bourgeois 
regime, there remains the fact that the term 
“communism” leads itself to this confusion. 
This is an argument which should be seriously 
considered so that we can establish with clar- 
ity to what extent the masses’ perception of a 
descriptive term damages the validity of its 
content in the eyes of the proletariat. 


Meanwhile, near St. Wencelaus’ Square Civic 
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Forum’s cultural/political/musical rally was 
unfolding. The Forum is another fusion of 
currents and tendencies, this time more fran- 
kly petty bourgeois and reactionary, and in 
which it is not difficult to distinguish a paraf- 
ascist component behind the democrat Havel. 
It was not by mistake that Civic Forum’s 
American-style initiative was held in the city 
centre, in the rush hour. In this way it was not 
possible to distinguish between militants and 
passers-by. All-in-all, we did not think this 
was the right situation in which to distribute a 
document which had cost our comrades so 
much work and money, as it did not appear 
promising from the point of view of establish- 
ing contact with our class brothers in the East. 
There will be further opportunities to complete 
the distribution of the first printing of the Czech 
version of the document. 


Tocomplete this report which is only intended 
to be achronicle we give the evaluation of the 
comrades participating in the initiative. The 
presence of the petty bourgeoisie, that new, 
and temporary, subject of civil life, was mani- 
fest, just as was the appearance of its most 
immediate ideology of consumerism and indi- 
vidualism behind the obscurantist chatter about 
freedom and democracy. The working class, 
absent from the political scene during the recent 
events, also appeared physically absent from 
the festivities and promenading of May Day. 
A further reason to make the greatest possible 
contribution to the emergence of new political 
vanguards in the class. 


1To contact the Gruppe Internationalister Kom- 
munisten (GIK), write only as follows: Post- 
fach 536, A - 1061 Wien, Austria. 
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those who have avoided registration. It is 
obvious that millions of people are boycotting 
what is probably the most vicious anti-work- 
ing class tax in modern times. 


As we have stated before in “Workers Voice”, 
the Poll Tax is more than an alternative bu- 
Teaucratic measure for raising local govern- 
mentrevenue, butisdesigned to shift the burden 
of taxation from the Tory voting middle classes 
(previously high rate payers) on to the working 
class. In other words, workers are being asked 
to pay more for declining services. 


Having been unable to persuade vast numbers 
of people to pay up voluntarily, local authori- 
ties are now using the courts to against non- 
payers. Throughout the country numerous 
demonstrations and protests have occurred 
both inside and outside the courts. Whilst we 
do not criticise these actions in themselves, it 
is necessary to point out the limitations of these 
protests fromacommunist perspective. Itmust 
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Introduction 
The CWO is a 
revolutionary or- 
ganisation whose 
membership is 
entirely made up 
of wageworkers and the unemployed. Many of us 
had ancestors, grandparents, parents who recognised 
that the only strength the working class had came 
when it fought collectively for its aims.. This led 
them into becoming shop stewards or into unionis- 
ing their workplaces. So why is it, we have been 
asked many times, that we oppose the trades unions and refuse to take part in the scramble for 
union office? 


The answer cannot be simply stated but the short retort would be that as revolutionaries we rec- 
ognise that trades unions have never been interested in overthrowing the capitalist system. At 
best they have only acted to get wage increases or improve the immediate working conditions 
in any plant. As Marx noted, their slogan has always been “a fair day’s wage for a fair day’s 
work”. He, on the other hand, pointed out that the system of wage exploitation was never fair 
to workers and called for the revolutionary slogan “abolition of the wages system”’i.e., the abo- 
lition of capitalism. 


Butin Marx’s day the unions could at least be seen as organisations of the working class, which, 
for all their many limitations, helped to give the working class a consciousness of its own. 
However since the First World War the unions (and the Labour or Social Democratic Parties 
which are connected to them) have explicitly defended their capitalist state against the work- 
ers. Their first act was to support and recruit workers for the imperialist slaughter but they have 
at all times tried to put a brake on the class struggle in the name of the national (i.e., the bosses’) 
interest. In the leading capitalist states unions have increasingly become integrated into the 
political process of domination over the workers. This is clearer in Europe where wage bar- 
gaining is settled every year by discussions between the state, management and the union 
bureaucrats. Once they fix the pay norms for the whole economy, these are then more or less 
imposed on all workers. This is the sort of system the Labour party would like to develop in 
Britain today instead of all the different craft unions which exist at present. It is more diffi- 
cult tosee the British unions as part of the state apparatus because the whole aim of the Thatcher 


In Britain and Spain... 


Workers Must 


In the World’s Favourite Airline... 
The bourgeoisie everywhere is attacking the 
working class in an attempt to solve its “eco- 
nomic difficulties” created by the present 
capitalistcrisis. Forexample, British Airways, 


Trades Unions Against the 
Working Class 


Unions 


government has 
been to weaken 
their role in soci- 
ety. After all, 
hasn’t Thatcher 
legislated on many occasions against the unions? 


This is true but we should ask ourselves what the 
purpose of this legislation was. It was not to tame 
the unions as such but to tarne the class struggle and 
make the unions more responsible for disciplining 
the workers. In other words, the unions in the past 
failed to calm the class struggle (and remember that it was the winter of discontent of 1978-9, 
when the unions lost control of the working class, that led the bourgeoisie to bring back the 
Tories) and the Tories want new unions which will be more effective in thisrole. They would, 
of course prefer unions like the UDM (into-which they pou money) or the EEPTU but failing 
such openscab unions they are prepared to tolerate a “reformed” militant union like the AUEW. 


And let’s consider the record. The unions were quick to run after the working class when it 
displayed its militancy against inflation in the 1970s but when the going has got tough they have 
systematically undermined the fightback againstredundancies (remember the 1980 steel strike?). 
The only really effective germs of struggle have come when workers have-either ignored the 
unions or taken their struggle outside of, and, in many cases, consciously against the unions. 
Today the same situation exists throughout the world. Workers moving into struggle to defend 
themselves find that they are not only facing the full force of the capitalist state, but equally 
ranged against them are the same unions which take their dues and then refuse to release them 
for strikes because they are invested in the union officials’ own pension fund! 


In the last few months we have seen quite a few examples of anti-working class attitude of the 
unions, as well as the anti-union attitude of the workers. While the example from Britain il- 
lustrates the former, the evidence from Spain and Italy shows that workers are perfectly able 
to organise themselves without the supposed strength of the established union apparatus. 
Indeed it is the very existence of “their” union organisations which workers everywhere find 
themselves being obliged to fight against once they determine to put up real fight against their 
exploiters. 


Go Beyond the 


new organisations are created by the working 
class when faced with the open collaboration 
of the unions with the bosses. 


Forexample, ifthe rank-and-file organisations 
which are often created during or immediately 


despite record profits over the past two years is 
presently engaged inan “essential cost-cutting 
exercise” in order to generate even greater 
profits to help fund the purchase of new air- 
craft. Like every boss, the boss of British 
Airways, Lord King, exempts himself from 
such cost-cutting. Despite being only.a part- 
time chairman, it was recently announced that 
he is to getapay rise of £84,000 per year which 
means he now gets £10,000 a week. 


Itis against this background that the engineer- 
ing strike broke out in May and June. On the 
25th May, management ordered ramp engi- 
neers in Terminal One to report for 12 hour 
shift working. The new 12 hour shift pattern 
was seen by the bosses to be an essential part 
of their cost cutting exercise. The shift pattern 
was imposed as the existing 8 hour shifts were 
seen by management to be inefficient. 


Instead of waiting for the unions to organise a 
strike ballot, which bourgeois law in Britain 
today demands in order to try and contain class 
struggle, the engineers immediately held their 
own mass meeting and decided to walk out on 
unofficial action. A strike committee was 
elected and before long, the 460 engineers in 
Terminal One were supported by the rest of the 
airline’s engineers who realised that it would 
not be long before similar anti-social shift were 
introduced elsewhere to save costs. However, 
very quickly found themselves up against their 
traditional enemy -the bosses - but also against 
the very organisations which once upon a time 
had been set up to defend workers’ interests - 
the trade unions. 

In fact, before the strike had even started, the 
engineering unions at British Airways, for 
example, the AEU had been doing all they could 
to prevent any possible action by the engineers. 


National union officials at Heathrow had al- 
ready recommended that the Terminal One 
engineers accepta trial of the new shift pattern. 
However, this had been rejected in not one but 


the bosses and to the unions. Before long, these 
came to a deal which was accepted at a mass 
meeting and the strike was called off. It was 
agreed that implementation of the new shift 
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were advised that it wasn’t their dispute and 
that in walking out they would lay themselves 
open to victimisation. The unions also told the 
engineers that in order to get strike pay they 
had to have a ballot to make the dispute offi- 
cial. In this way, as always, control of the 
strike pay would help the union gain control of 
the strike. As a result, instead of trying to 
generalise the strike within the airline, many 
of the engineers remained at home waiting for 
the ballot result in the belief that a “yes” vote 
would mean that other workers refuse to cross 
official picket lines. This immediately weak- 
ened the strike and passed the initiative back to 


acceptance of 12 hour shifts in principle. What 
will happen if they don’t get their volunteers is 
clear - arenewed management onslaught with 
the usual help of the unions. The engineers’ 
anger will meanwhile be dissipated during this 
so-called “cooling-off” period. As one striker 
said 

Tt’ sasell-out. Management wanted 12 hour 

shifts and they’ ve got them: 


...Union Politics Plays the Same Réle... 
Once again, the unions have shown whose 
side they’re on in the class struggle. However, 
it is not only the unions which confront the 
working class inits day-to-day struggles. Often 


after a particular strike are to survive they have 
to put forward the political demands of the 
working class in addition to any economic 
demands put forward in a particular struggle. 
Without a clear political perspective, such 
organisations are doomed to end up like the 
unions - defending the capitalist system. We 
gave an example of this last year when we 
described the réle of the base committees (the 
Comitati di Base - COBAS) in the teachers’ 
and railway strikes in Italy in the late ’80’s as 
follows: 


When the COBAS entered the path of para- 

trade unionism and engaged all their ef- 

forts in negotiations not struggle, they had 

reached an advanced stage of decline. 
Communist Review 7. 


..as in Madrid’s Favourite Bus 
Company! 
More recently, in Spain, during the Madrid bus 
workers strike in March, “rank and filism” 
showed itself once more to be a cul-de-sac for 
the working class. Here, an organisation called 
“Plataforma Sindical” played a significant réle 
in the dispute. This rank and file body was 
formed in 1988 during a strike by bus workers 
disillusioned with the unions - the UGT (the 
“socialist” General Workers’ Union) and the 
CCOO (the “communist” Workers’ Commis- 
sions) who supported the austerity policies of 
the “socialist” Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez. 


When the strike began against the latest pay 
offer from the bosses (i.e., 3.5% ata time when 
inflation is running at 6.5%), the Plataforma 
Sindical seemed to many workers to be a 
genuine militant alternative with its calls for 
mass meetings torun the strike and its demands 
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The following article is a translation from Battaglia Communista5, year XLIV, 
the paper of our Italian comrades in the IBRP, the Partito Comunista 


Rail 
orkers Against 
the Union 


Internazionalista. 


What has been presented as the best contract 
ever signed by the union confederations and 
the Italian railway management in the last 
twenty years is, when the facts are examined, 
the most Machiavellian possible instrument for 
the division of the workers. 


Entirely centred on the increase of productiv- 
ity, itsecures mind-blowing increases for those 
at the higher levels in the hierarchy and minute 
crumbs for the rest. One grade, which includes, 
for example, the stationmasters, has been split 
into several so that some of the new levels will 
receive increases well beyond a million lire 
(£500) a month, while others, the great major- 
ity, will get a few hundreds of thousand lire. 
The same goes for the train drivers: those who 
want the famous increase of more than a mil- 
lion a month put about by the television and the 
rest of the mass media will have to accept 
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for large flat rate pay increases. However, 
before long, lacking any sort of political per- 
spective, it entered into negotiations with the 
bosses who were coming under pressure from 
Madrid’s industrialists, concerned at rising 
industrial absenteeism and delays to the trans- 
portation of their goods as a result of the hor- 
rendous traffic jams in the city. So, at a time 
when the balance of forces was clearly favour- 
ing the bus workers, Plataforma Sindical was 
sat around a table with the bosses, discussing 
a settlement to the dispute. Soon, mass meet- 
ings degenerated into forums for the latestnews 
onthe negotiations and the strike bulletins dealt 
with the strike in name only. In fact, in the 23 
strike bulletins produced, there is more em- 
phasis on media reports of the strike that in 
trying to extend the strike to other Council 
workers facing the same attacks in Madrid. 
Before long, a settlement wasreached whereby 
in 1990 bus workers would receive 12.5% , but 
in 1991 and 1992 the money available for the 
bus industry would be 900 million pesetas and 
600 million pesetas. You don’t have to be a 
genius to realise that this implies a reduced 
workforce in 1992!!! 


The settlement ratification at a mass meeting 
did not hide the anger of many bus workers 
who felt they had been sold out by their “‘lead- 
ers”. However, without any calls for generali- 
sation from within the mass meetings it was 
inevitable that the bus workers would remain 
isolated in their support for Plataforma Sindi- 
cal. It is the duty of revolutionaries to inter- 
vene at such meeting pointing out that to 
achieve even a temporary victory today (given 
the state of the world economic crisis, all 
economic victories today can only be tempo- 
rary), workers have to organise themselves as 
a first step in the generalisation of any dispute. 
The attacks of the bourgeoisie can only be 
resisted by generalised class struggle. 


massive shifts, one-man operation of trains, 
the lengthening of the allowed driving hours 
and so on. 


The whole mechanism rests on ferocious in- 
centives which involve everybody from the 
section heads to the unskilled workers on the 
stations. The section heads gain if they suc- 
ceed in increasing productivity, and, since at 
the moment this cannot be done by introducing 
more advanced technology, itcan only be done 
by cutting staff: the more cuts, the more they 
gain. In order to get this cuts accepted, they 
offer in compensation bonuses and wage in- 
creases so designed that workers doing the same 
job at the same level can find differences of 
hundreds of thousands of lire in their pay pack- 
ets, on the unconditional discretion of the 
management, foremen and the union hierar- 
chy. 

Both Schimberni (the rail boss) and the repre- 
sentatives of the unions and the equally cor- 
tupt Fisafs were convinced they had perfected 
a system which would secure them total con- 
trol over the railworkers and a free hand in the 
sacking of another 30,000 workers over the 
next three years. But this time the apprentice 
sorcerer became the victim of his own exor- 
cism. At first it seemed that even the drivers’ 
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Poll Tax 


be remembered that the courts are not a forum 
where workers can challenge the state on equal 
terms. The entire legal system is designed to 
favour the capitalist class and its state. There 
is no legal defence to non payment of the Poll 
Tax so that although courtroom protests can 
serve a useful propaganda function, they can 
only delay the legal procedure and do not ulti- 
mately prevent the issue of liability orders 
which enable the 
state to collect the 
tax by force. 


succeed on a bat- 

tleground chosen by the bourgeoisie where all 
the rules are determined by the state. As with 
anti-strike legislation, the only effective oppo- 
sition by workers takes the form of mass ac- 
tions outside of and against the legal frame- 
work. There have been encouraging examples 
of workers organising to resist the bailiffs who 
are empowered to seize goods to pay the tax, 
and this type of resistance should be spread to 
every working class neighbourhood if serious 
opposition to the Poll Tax is to be maintained. 
Also, strike action should be organised against 
bosses who agree to implement attachment of 
earnings orders against workers wages. 


The high-point of the anti Poll Tax campaign 
was the mass demonstration in London at the 
end of March, which was the largest political 
demonstration in Britain in recent years. 
Unfortunately there was no political leader- 
ship to galvanise the anger and resentment 


“Only working Class solidarity can 


Workers cannot yesist the state’s attacks.” 


and the stationmasters’ Cobas (Comitato di 
base - workers’ grass roots organisations) 
would accept the contract; but once things had 
been worked out it was obvious that years of 
strikes were intended to be transformed into 
privileges for a few and sacrifices without end 
for the many. The protest took off again, in an 
even more virulent fashion and, moreover, 
called for an unprecedented shutdown of the 
railway corporation, and, rather than leading 
to the disappearance of the Cobas, resulted in 
their proliferation. Every section now has its 
Cobas: there are the historic drivers’ Cobas, 
the stationmasters’, the managements’, the 
shunters’ and the technicians’. Those of the 
stationmasters’ are in their turn divided into 
those of the Northern stationmasters and those 
of the Southern stationmasters: the former 
demand that they be given a few crumbs more 
in the subdivision of this wretched cake, as the 
Southern stationmasters “don’t do anything”. 
Each Cobas is in competition with the others 
because it worries that its own category will be 
damaged to benefit the others. On top of this 
there are the “overnight baggers’”. These are 
middle and low ranking union cadres who, out 
of some wretched desire to imitate the petty 
bourgeoisie, wander around with their over- 
night bags with their puzzle weeklies, the last 
scraps of their conscience (we imagine) and 
combs to smooth down their hair before meet- 
ings in them: the more cultured of them also 
carry their sports dailies. These dandies liter- 
ally ran riot. Knowing which jobs would be 
favoured by the new contract, they abandoned 
all restraint and tried to corner them by means 
which would be dignified by being called il- 
licit. The obvious response was to resume the 
strikes, but, as soon as these were announced, 
the minister banned them with the consent of 
the unions which had once represented the 
majority. This confirms once again that the 
state is democratic only so long as the workers 
blindly obey it and guarantee the regular de- 
velopment of the economic cycle. Here that 
massive money-eating machine called Italia 
°90, the World Cup, the centre of the universe, 
was in danger. But legal means do notremove 


against the Poll Tax into a mass campaign of 
opposition. By insisting on remaining within 
the law, those false friends of the working class, 
the Labour Party and the unions successfully 
diffused the protest movement leaving work- 
ers to fight onas vulnerable and atomised small 
groups and individuals. Now the anti Poll Tax 
movementis fighting arearguard guerilla action 
as the mass protests have, at least for the time 
being, been subdued. 


Whether the present non-payment campaign 
will be sufficient to cause the Poll Tax to be 
abandoned remains to be seen. Inevitably next 
year’s Poll Tax 
bills will be con- 
siderably higher 
(not only will 
workers be asked to pay for this 
year’s revenue shortfalls and the 
interest on local authority borrowing to cover 
these shortfalls, but will also be asked to pay 
for the giant bureaucracy needed to administer 
a tax which is inherently expensive to collect) 
and this may create a fresh impetus for anti 
Poll Tax struggle. 


Whatever the outcome it is important that 
communists do not fetishise the Poll Tax issue 
which must be seen as part of the ruling class’s 
overall strategy to make workers pay for capi- 
talism’s crisis. In the final analysis workers 
need to struggle against all attacks on their 
living standards whether these take the form of 
the Poll Tax, income tax, wage cuts, speed ups 
orunemployment. Sucha generalised struggle 
can only be waged outside of the Labour Party 
and the unions who represent the left wing of 
capitalism. Only working class solidarity can 
resist the state’s attacks. 
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grievances which have reached maturity, and, 
at least if they. do not want to criminalise an 
entire section consisting of 200,000 workers, 
it is easy to predict that the strikes will begin 
again. Meanwhile, in the workplaces there are 
more resignations than ever from the unions 
and the officials don’t even appear there. 
Moreover, the contract is literally incompre- 
hensible, giving rise to the most diverse inter- 
pretations with the sole result that the confu- 
sion and rage about it increases, with the dan- 
ger that things will be twisted to the advantage 
of those who want to dismantle the railways. 


But if this is the immediate danger, it must be 
emphasised that the contradictory nature of the 
situation is such that if, on the one hand, a 
phase of great confusion is opening up, on the 
other, an end is being put to a union presence 
which, with the passing of time, has become 
more and more suffocating, dictatorial and 
corrupt. 


The unions have functioned for years as an 
instrument for controlling labour-power within 
an ambit which is compatible with the system. 
The centralisation of negotiations on the basis 
of demands limited by trends in the economic 
cycle has certainly acted as a stabilising factor, 
subordinating wages to all the other economic 
variables. However, long repressed demands 
only need be pursued for it to become clear that 
under this logic they can only be granted on the 
condition that other workers forget their own 
demands. In this case, it only needed the driv- 
ers to voice their discontent to show that there 
was no room to satisfy their requests without 
compromising those of other sections. Now, 
all this is an agitational game of tag, with re-. 
spect to which the union is entirely out of 
placeand powerless, being as it is not so much 
interested in satisfying the workers’ economic 
expectations as in ensuring respect for what 
has already been arranged centrally. This 
powerlessness gives rise to the attempt to place 
more and more restrictive limits on the exer- 
cise of the right to strike and to regulate the 
Cobas themselves, but in the long-term it is 
clear that the basic fact that is the irreconcila 
bility of the battling interests cannot continue 
to be hidden and will impose itself in a less 
fragmented and corporative fashion. 


International Bureau 
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The Platform and statutes of the Bureau are 
now available in English, German, French, 
Spanish, Italian, Bengali and Farsi. The Bu- 
reau also publishes a central organ in-English, 
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niste in French, International Notes in Farsi 
and Prometeo and Battaglia Comunista in 
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Offshore Industries 


Again and again workers are forced to fight 
against the interests of the capitalist class, and 
again and again they are forced to go outside 
the existing union framework. The strikes in 
the oil and gas extraction industries are a fur- 
ther example of this, following on from the 
tube strike of last year, to mention only the 
clearest case. 


What makes the offshore strikes remarkable is 
that the major demand of the strikers is for 
union recognition so that workers can have in- 
fluence through union representatives on safety 
committees. On the face of it, it seems that the 
workers have to abandon the union structure to 
fight for the unions! 


“Recognition” and the Real Issues 
However, behind this demand for union rec- 
ognition there are the real issues: working 
conditions and, above all, safety. 


For well over a decade (since the 1974 strike), 
the “official” unions, all seven (AEU, TGWU, 
GMB, MSF, NUS, NUSMAST and EETPU) 
of them, have made it obvious that they are not 
interested in the offshore workers except when 
it comes to their union dues. In that time, 
hundreds of workers have lost their lives. Piper 
Alpha was only part of what the workers paid 
for “their” bosses’ profit. In all this time, where 
were the unions? 


Noris safety the only issue. Most (e.g., 196 out 
of 250-on the Ninian Central Platform) of the 
offshore workers are contract workers with little 
jobsecurity, living accommodation is cramped 
and dirty, meal breaks are subject to the exi- 
gencies of production, etc. 


“Recognition” is seen as a way of getting 
someone closer to the workers themselves, the 
union representative, onto safety committees 
and so of improving safety. But a union rep- 
resentative, like anyone else, can be told that 
they cannot interfere with production in the 


Recog nition is no Step 


interests of safety - unless the workers back 
them up with action: sustained militancy 
counts for far more than any agreement the 
bosses may make to respect safety reps. 
And the performance of the unions so far 
confirms our belief that they are the ene- 
mies of sustained militancy! 


The OILC Story So Far... 
After the 167 deaths in the Piper Alpha “acci- 
dent” (murderous negligence in the pursuit of 
profit is a better description), militants in the 
various unions got together, and as a result the 
Offshore Industries Liaison Committee (OILC) 
was formed. 


Last year, there were some strikes co-ordinated 
by OILC, but it is only this August that it has 
captured the headlines. Early in this month, 
they held one-day strikes in various oil- and 
gasfields. These were met by a vigorous 
campaign of lies and slanders by the oil com- 
panies, claiming that the workers were sabo- 
taging their safety work by striking. But the 
safety work is not being made physically 
impossible by the strikes, but only delayed. 
Perhaps what concerns the companies is that 
this work is being made commercially impos- 
sible, because what can be done in a day now 
might take a week in the autumn? Surely they 
can’t be considering sacrificing safety for 
profit? 


They also claim only a tiny minority were 
striking and that this tiny minority was being 
intimidated by an even tinier minority. If you 
are in the habit of believing six impossible 
things before breakfast, try this for size: one 
man corners ten on an oil rig and threatens to 
throw them overboard. The ten beg for mercy 
and agree to do anything the one asks! If there 
is intimidation on the rigs, itis exercised by the 


Forward! 


bosses, and it only starts with the phrase “not 
required back” uttered by the contractors - and 
this was the other answer given by the bosses 
to the strikers - the sack. 


Despite this, the action has begun to bite, and 
the bosses have begun to cast around for friends. 
They don’t have far to look. They appealed to 
the TUC tonotleave the Fatherland in the lurch: 


oil companies, conscious that there may only 
be a few weeks of calm weather left in the 
North Sea, called on the TUC to intervene. 
They said that the unofficial action poseda 
serious threat to Britain’ s petrol “lifeline” 
during the Gulf crisis and could also en- 
danger the £25 billion ayear Britain earns 
in oil exports. 
Chrisopher Ryan, director of external rela- 
tions at the UK Offshore Operator’ s Asso- 
ciation comprising ... said: “The TUC 
should recognise the safety, economic and, 
parti is tii ic_impor- 
tance of the North Sea and exercise their re- 
sponsibility of leadership to end this ac- 
tion.” 
The TUC said it would consider any formal 
request but found it odd that the oil compa- 
nies had appealed for its assistance when 
the dispute was about trade union recogni- 
tion. 

Sunday Times, 12th August. 


Four days later, the OILC held a meeting with 
the Seven, after which the Seven declared they 
would not support the strikes until after a bal- 
lot. As the contractors are not co-operating 


with the ballot, this is the ideal excuse for 
suspending the strikes indefinitely. 


Today, 28th August, the radio tells us that 
the strikes are off, pending talks with the 
contractors. 
The Future 

Without doubt suspending the strikes weakens 
the workers and strengthens the bosses. 
Firstly, the momentum which has grown over 
the past few weeks is thrown away: workers 
come to believe that their struggle can be secure 
in the hands of negotiators. Secondly, calm 
weather days are can be used for a wider range 
of jobs, and there are more of them now. 
Thirdly, although the price of oil will probably 
remain higher than it was before the Gulf cri- 
sis, the oil companies show signs of believing 
that it will fall back as an overreaction to the 
crisis dies down and Saudi and other sources 
step up their production. 


So why have the strikes been called off; with 
the risk of snatching defeat from the jaws of 
victory? 

The short answer is that the OILC, although it 
has gone beyond the unions in practice to a 
limited extent, has failed to do so in theory. 
This theoretical and political failing both re- 
flects and reinforces the consciousness of the 
workers. But the unions are not the motor of 
workers’ struggle. Rather than initiating this 
struggle when it is required, they are only in- 
terested in it when itis already underway. Then 
they sabotage it: 

Because the OILC do not recognise this, it is 
rapidly going from being the initiator of the 
strikes to being the terminator of them: 
Either the offshore workers break from union 
ideology, either through or against the OILC, 


J or they will be defeated. 
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NO to War! 
NO 
to Imperialism! 


OIL 

The US uses approximately 16.6 million barrels of oil 
per day (Mbpd). This is almost half of the total used by 
all the countries of the OECD (38Mbpd), and 50% of 
this is imported. This makes the US highly vulnerable 
to oil price rises. It has been estimated that an average 
price of $25/barrel over 1990 would cause an 8% in- 
crease in the balance of payments deficit and a price of 
$40 a 58% increase. The equivalent figures for West 
Germany which imports all its oil are 2% and 1 1% 
(figures from National Institute forEconomic and Social 
Research). The interests of US imperialism therefore 
demand not only the restoration of Kuwait’s feudal 
monarchy but the crushing of the Hussein regime. 
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The Withdrawal of Russian Imperialism 
The US has been assisted in disguising its own imperi- 
alist motives by the collapse of Russian imperialism. 
The Russian capitalist class-are now more interested in 
gaining capital from the US to restructure the Russian 
economy, than in putting a spoke in the wheels of US 
military adventures. For the first time since its estab- 
lishmentthe UN security council has sanctioned the use 
of force to police sanctions. Iraq was scandalised at 
whatitcalled the Russian betrayal in not vetoing this. In 
this situation the US has been able to dress itself in the 
costume of the defender of international law, warrior of 
the community of nations, resister of oppression etc. In 
fact, the US and its lackeys such as Britain, have never 
lifted a finger against any oppression which favoured its 
imperialist interests: e.g., the Turkish invasion of Cy- 
ptus, Israeli invasions of the West Bank, Gaza, Golan 
and Lebanon, not to mention its own flagrant violations 
of international law in invading Grenada and Panama 
(Where were the UN’s sanctions then? The US can 
dominate it, or disregard it when it suits - as it did when 
it ignored the International Court of Justice over Nica- 
ragua. But now it is useful as a cover...) However, the 
support of Russian imperialism for the US means that 
the conflict will not escalate into a wider one between 
two major imperialist blocs, and that a solution dictated 
by the USis the inevitable outcome. Already the Kuwait 
crisis has forced the Baghdad regime to abandon its 
imperialist aims with regard to Iran and the Shatt al 
Arab. This isan open recognition of the fact that the war 
was fought for the interests of US imperialism, and as 
far as Iraqi regional aims are concerned the war has 
achieved absolutely nothing. Iraq cannot successfully 
pursue its mini imperialistaims when they conflict with 
those of the dominant imperialism. The peace with Iran 
is a victory for US imperialism and the first real check 
to Iraq’s ambition to become the dominant power in the 
area. 


The Crisis and the Working Class 
Both Iraq and the West are pursuing their own imperi- 
alist aims and should be given no support whatever by 
the working class. Iraq claims to be fighting US impe- 
rialism, but this “anti-imperialism” is not against capi- 
talism, it is simply nationalism, Arab nationalism. All 
nationalism is the deadly enemy of the working class. 
Workers have no fatherland. Fatherland and nation are 
the weapons the bosses use to drag us off to war to fight 
our class brothers for capitalist interests. Those work- 
ersin Jordan, Palestine and Iraq who see Saddam’ s battle 


with the US as being in their interests are greatly de- 
ceived. Saddam Hussein has proved himself the most 
deadly enemy of the working class. Strikes and work- 
ers’ protest have been most brutally crushed and work- 
ers’ leaders executed in the same way as other opposi- 
tion has been crushed. There is no Arab nation with 
national interests. There are Arab workers and Arab 
capitalists: they have opposing interests. Saddam 
Hussein represents the interests of the Iraq: capitalist 
classand workers should resistall his attempts to mobilise 
them to fight the Western forces. 


Similarly, Western workers have no interest in dying for 
their bosses in the deserts of the Gulf. Their real interest 
is in uniting with Arab workers to build a world where 
oil is produced and distributed according to need - a 
world freed from capitalism and its result imperialism: 


One thing is clear. The world is on the brink of a new 
recession and this is why the Gulfcrisis has escalated so 
dramatically. This crisis in the Gulf will, however, be 
used by the bosses to justify more hardships and belt 
tightening for the working class. The economic crisis is 
the result of capitalism, not of anything which may 
happen in the Gulf. The truth is that the events in the 
Gulf are the result of the economic crisis and not the 
other way round. All workers should resist any attempt 
to cut wages and living standards and reject the lie that 
this is necessary because of the Gulf crisis. NO to 
austerity! In particular, the oil workersin Britain should 
step up their struggle, extend itto the entire industry and 
other workers and resist all attempts to increase oil 
production. 


Workers should make every attempt to prevent the 
outbreak of war in the Gulf. We must demand that the 
British forces are withdrawn and workers in other 
countries must demand the same from their governments. 
No war materials should be transported to the Gulf. 
Strikes should be organised to prevent ships and aircraft 
doing this. All attempts to send further forces should be 
opposed by strikes. If war does break out we call on 
those workers in uniform to follow the path of revolu- 
tionary defeatism. This means fraternising with the 
“enemy” soldiers and turning the guns on the officers. 
Turn the imperialist war into a civil war. 


DOWN WITH WESTERN 
IMPERIALISM! 
DOWN WITH IRAQI IMPERIALISM! 
FOR A COMMUNIST WORLD! 
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The Real Capitalist 
Crisis 

We could add to this list all the comments from 
the August OECD report on Britain about the 
lack of investment in roads, rail, schools, and 
hospitals or as the Financial Times so deli- 
cately put it “a backlog of postponed invest- 
ment in infrastructure” (22.8.90). We argued 
in Workers’ Voice 51 that there had been no 
Thatcher miracle; let’s nail the myth of an oil- 
driven crisis before it gets any further. 

For a deeper explanation of this point see 


Communist Review 8, p.11. 
2Source: The Guardian, June 22nd, 1990. 


As recession looms ... 


The Oil Alibi is Used to 
Hide the Real Capitalist 


Facts, as Lenin used to remark, are stubborn 
things; which is probably why the hired intel- 
lectual prize fighters of capitalism prefer myth 
creation. Only four days after Saddam Hus- 
sein had sent his troops into Kuwait the press 
was already choked with articles about “the 
thirdoil shock”. Take this example from Chris- 
topher Huhne in The Independent on Sunday: 


Those two oil shocks (he is referring to 1973 
and 1978 - Ed.) were an economic water- 
shed. They ended an age of easy prosper- 
ity, and bequeathed a legacy of stuttering 
growth, rising unemployment and high in- 
flation in most of the main industrial coun- 
tries from which they have only been slowly 
emerging. Before 1973, unemployment was 
virtually unknown in the developed world. 
After it a generation was to find its hopes 
blighted by irregular employment. Thatwas 
the hidden cost of the riches poured into the 
Gulf states by black gold. That was oil 
power. 
Needless to say this is a hopeless distortion of 
the facts on every count. Unemployment was 
“unknown” in the advanced capitalist world 
before 1973? What about the 1930’s? Ah, but 
Huhne only meant AFTER World War Two. 
What he really should have said is that the im- 
perialist war of 1939-45 was a NECESSARY 
CONDITION fora new round of capital accu- 
mulation to begin. This did indeed see a boom 
‘period from the early 1950's to the end of 
the1960’s. However the capitalist crisis began 
to re-assert itself long before 1973. In Britain, 
the country where there was the least new in- 
vestment after the Second 


C i i 
ous. For commodity producers it meant a 
further real lowering of their income. In fact 


the real price of oil was lower than it had been 
before the First World War! 


What we can see is that the formation of OPEC 
came as aresponse to the crisis of the advanced 
capitalist countries - it was not the cause of that 
crisis. The tripling of oil prices was something 
which had been long overdue in 1973, and it 
was all the easier for OPEC to carry out be- 
cause it was supported by the US government 
which saw a higher oil price as another way to 
make their Western allies pay for the economic 
crisis'. 

Oil is the only commodity which is so essen- 
tial to modern capitalist production that the 
primary producing countries are able to be- 
have anything like the cartels and international 
monopolies of the multinationals based in the 
leading capitalist countries. Attempts by sugar 
and coffee producing countries to limit sup- 
plies and thus keep up prices have soon col- 
lapsed as all of them try to find secret sources 
of sales to boost their quotas. But, again con- 
trary to myth, the OPEC members are not all- 
powerful. If they asked too high a price they 
would worsen the capitalist crisis and this would 


workers in the capitalist metropoles themselves 
or whether it is the totally destitute masses of 
the countries on the periphery of capitalism. 
The world’s leading capitalists have not been 
slow to learn the lessons of history and are 
doing all in their power to stave off the kinds 
of things which precipitated capitalist crisis 
intoimperialist war in the past. Despite all the 
arguments, no open trade wars have broken 
out (though annually the debates over subsi- 
dies and protectionism grow more bitter). No 
attempt is made to foreclose on international 
debt, even where there are no repayments, 
because such a move on the part of any bank 
could lead to the collapse of the whole confi- 
dence trick on which the international finan- 
cial capitalist system operates. Instead more 
credit is thrown to the debtor nations which 
can no more exist without it than the junkie can 
do without heroin. Predicting when exactly or 
even how exactly this fiasco will finally burst 
upon the world is going beyond the scope of 
Marxist method. What is certain is that, de- 
spite all the restructuring of the world’s pro- 
ductive system to the new technology, despite 
the basic lowering of the costs of constant 
capital by hi-tech production, despite the in- 
creased velocity of turnover of capital etc., the 
world capitalist crisis has not gone away. In 
the present phase of the crisis, permanent mass 
unemployment in the leading capitalist coun- 
tries (Huhne, at least got that right), i 
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closed down. In fact this did happen in the 
1980s and the oil price fell despite the actions 
of OPEC. 


World War the crisis ap- 


peared asearly as 1964 and 
led to the devaluation of 
sterling in 1967. The 
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Bretton Woods at the end 
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of the war and floated the 
dollar. This devalued the 
dollar and thus devalued 
the debt that the US, even 
then, had built up with the 


The above graph is used by Huhne to show the link between oil prices 
and the crisis. In fact, it demonstrates that the “oil crises” followed the 
onset of capitalism‘s crisis! 
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other leading capitalist 

countries. And because most world commod- 
ity prices are transacted in dollars it also low- 
ered the incomes of all the primary producers 
in the so-called “Third World”. Unemploy- 
ment here was not “irregular”, Mr Huhne, and 
starvation is permanent. However, you don’t 
really count the peoples of the Southern 
Hemisphere in your imperialist scheme of 
things, do you, Mr Huhne. 


One of the commodities which thus had its 
value lowered was oil. Until 1973 the various 
producers of oil strove to produce as much as 
they possibly could of the commodity Gust like 
the monocultural producers of sugar, coffee, 
etc.) inan effort to boost their incomes. But the 
more they produced, the lower the price of the 
commodity fell as there was a huge surplus on 
the world market. In addition (and again 
contrary to the myths of Huhne) the 1960s had 
seen a dramatic growth in inflation from the 1 
or 2% of the years of the 1950s to up to 5%. 
This may not sound alot today, when the OECD 
average is 6% and has been for years, but at the 
time it was considered massive and danger- 


THE REAL CAUSE OF THE 
CAPITALIST CRISIS 
As we noted above the world capitalist crisis 
had already struck before the oil price rise of 
1973 and that price was in a response to the 
crisis itself. The real cause of this crisis was 
the same as all the previous crises of capital- 
ism - the growth of the organic composition of 
capital and the consequent lowering of the rate 
of profit on industrial production. Such crises 
can be seen in the so-called Great Depression 
of 1873-96, which led to the imperialist 
scramble for colonies and ultimately to the First 
World War in 1914, and again after the 1929 
Wall St Crash which led to the mass unem- 
ployment of the 1930’s and the subsequent 
Second World War. Today we are in the final 
phase of the third cycle of capitalist accumula- 
tion and thus we have been in an economic 
crisis situation for almost two decades. Dur- 
ing that time the governments of the advanced 
capitalist countries which control the world 
market have done everything to make others 
pay for this crisis; whether it be the lowest paid 


periphery where regimes can only exist through 
routine torture and genocide are all seemingly 
necessary conditions for capitalism’s contin- 
ued existence. 


NO ALIBI FOR THE SYSTEM 
Which brings us back to the situation of the 
world and the British economies. It is now 
clear, and not just to Marxist critics like our- 
selves, that all the talk of economic miracle in 
the 1980s was simply that - talk with no real 
substance. None of the problems which pla- 
gued the capitalist economy at the end of the 
seventies have disappeared. In fact they have 
got worse. The decline of the US economy, 
the “locomotive” of the world capitalist sys- 
tem continues apace. As The Guardian told 
us on August 6th “the US economy was al- 
ready spluttering” before any new 
shock from oil price rises. They ex- 
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where, from the so-called Third World, with 
its $1300 billions of debt, to the the USA, with 
its own budget and trade deficits which are ap- 
proaching $1000 billion, the system has only 
avoided collapse by pumping in more loans. 
As the various plans to restructure debt (like 
the Brady Plan) are already collapsing the signs 
are that a generalised collapse of the world 
banking system is closer than ever. At present 
the austerity programmes imposed by West- 
ern banks and the IMF on countries like Libe- 
ria and Peru are only increasing the barbarism 
in the capitalist periphery. In fact they are no 
longer regulating debt repayment but trying to 
slowdown the rate of default and the frequency 
of its occurrence. The new price of oil might 
make this crisis worse but it has emphatically 
not brought it about. The debt crisis is the 
outcome of the decline of profit rates over an 
extended period. As we wrote in Communist 
Review 8: 


there is no such thing as a state which is not 
forced to continually increase its debts in 
order to be able to honour the interest pay- 
ments already acquired. The service costs 
of the debt end up increasing the mass of 
debt, driving the state to adopt further fi- 
nancial measures. This economic retribu- 
tion is destroying the heart of the centre of 
world capitalism with the same ‘cancer’ 
which has annihilated the periphery. 
“Crisis of Communism or Crisis of Capital- 
ism?”, p.17 
THE BRITISH ECONOMY HAS NO 
HIDING PLACE 
What goes for the USA and the capitalist pe- 
riphery also goes for Britain. The Midland 
Bank, which has been in serious trouble for 
some time due to lending too much to govern- 
ments in Latin America that can’t pay it back, 
has recently announced its worst ever figures 
(4000 will lose their jobs) but this year it has 
been joined by the other big three clearing 
-banks...Most ominously for the finance capi-— 
talists Barclays have had to set aside an undis- 
closed sum to cover bad debt amongst domes- 
tic borrowers. Britain will in fact be slightly 
favoured by the rise in oil prices as itis the only 
major manufacturing state which is a net ex- 
porter of oil. This won’t stop the capitalists 
claiming that the Gulf crisis will be behind 
further bad news but the facts are: 
1. real interest rates are the second highest in 


history (1984 holding the record by a decimal 
point); 


2. unemployment, which has never returned to 
1979 levels, is once again rising; 

3. British inflation is the second highest (after 
Sweden) in the OECD; 


4. the balance on the current account is mas- 
sively in the red (see diagram below’); 


plained why: 

Company profits, which have been 
depressing the stock market for the 
past fortnight, are lower than in 
either the recession of the early 
eighties after the Iranian revolu- 
tion oil shock, or the OPEC crisis 
of the early Seventies... At the end 
of the first three months of 1990, 
companies were paying outa third 
of their net cashflow in borrowing 
charges. In some cases, the pro- 
portion of revenue going to serv- 
ice debt was more than 50 per cent. 
(op. cit p.11) 


Moreover, the US growth rate has 
plummeted from 2.7% to 1.2% p.a. 
over the past twelve months! 


As the US uses 4.2 million gallons of oil a day 
less than it did in 1974 it is even more ridicu- 
lous to blame the present oil price rise as the 
cause of the recession. The fact is that every- 
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UK Current Account Balance (£Bn) 
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5. and most telling of all, net investment as a 
proportion of GDP has plumetted to 2.3% - 
another peacetime historic low. 
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MISSES THE POINT 


The summer lull in parliamentary and general 
political activity is often referred to by the media 
as the “silly season”, due to the levels of banal- 
ity to which they have to stoop to find news. 
But in Northern Ireland this autumn we are 
witnessing the even sillier season as the Brooke 
“talks about talks” circus rolls back into town. 
The level of procrastination, hesitation and pig- 
headedness being displayed has been almost 
comical, even by Ulster standards. 


However although cynicism is natural after 
twenty years of failed initiatives, it must not be 
elevated to the status of a political position, 
which is what some elements on the left have 
done, notably the Socialist Workers Movement 
(Ireland’s SWP). In the August edition of their 
paper “Socialist Worker” they state that settle- 
ment talks cannot succeed in bringing peace or 
even political progress, not because of the in- 
transigence of the individuals involved, but 
because Norther Ireland is irreformable. The 
state itself was set up FOR Unionists to domi- 
nate and must be destroyed before nationalists 
are permitted to take part in government. All 
attempts at power-sharing and democratic 
devolved government are hence futile. 


A MARXIST ANALYSIS? 


On the surface this looks quite plausible. It 
certainly explains why Unionists have vetoed 
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every proposal where the mainly Catholic 
parties are to be given some degree of author- 
ity. But a closer look reveals that he SWM’s 
position on the state in Ulster owes more to 
Republican demonology that to Marxist 
method, which they claim to use. As ever it 
seems they would court popularity within left- 
Republican circles than make a serious attempt 
at analyses which would go against the grain 
of nationalist illusions. 


The SWM would accept that Unionism and its 
related sectarian ideology have material roots 
in the needs of the Ulster ruling class, both in 
the late nineteenth century when Home Rule 
was on the agenda and when it was used to bind 
the Protestant working class to the Northern 
Ireland state after 1920. What they have seem- 
ingly failed to appreciate is that the dynamics 
of capitalism itself can radically alter the na- 
ture and priorities of such ideological super- 
structures. In common with other pseudo- 
Marxists on the left-wing of capitalist think- 
ing, they fixate on rather brittle MODELS of 
social and political structures rather than look- 
ing to the FORCES creating these structures, 
as genuine Marxism does. Hence they fetish- 
ise Northern Ireland as the irreformable Or- 
ange state, just as a few years ago Eastern 
Europe was irreformable Stalinism and South 
Africa irreformable Apartheid! 


=I This is not mere theory. The day-to-day posi- 


I tions and political practice of the SWM are 
| directly affected by their fetishes on the North. 
| For example they seem to draw no distinction 

between the Northern Ireland state of today 
| and the old Stormont regime. They have failed 
| to recognise that the Unionist bourgeoisie, for 
| whose benefit the Orange state was created 
| and run, have virtually ceased to exist, thus 
| castrating the Unionist political apparatus. It 
lis the British government which now repre- 
I sents the interests of the tuling class proper 
lives: the Western bloc as a whole. The SWM 
| likes to conjure up populist images of Unionist 

bogeymen in an unholy alliance with British 
Torys. In reality their old sectarian rantings 
| and stubbornness have now become anembar- 
| rassing obstacle to the central project of the 
| bourgeoisie in Ulster; stabilisation through 
| repression and whatever political reforms are 
| deemed necessary, up to and including Irish 
l Unity. 
IMPERIALISM TODAY 

| The SWM have a completely fantastic notion 
| that to achieve Irish unification is in itself a 
| step on the road to socialism. To quote but one 
| example from “Socialist Worker” on the Brit- 
lish presence: 


| Britain and the capitalist system generally, 


would risk loosing Ireland altogether if the 
troops were pulled out” (Aug ’89) 
This rather optimistic and completely unmarx- 
ist suggestion leads them into some very dubi- 
ous political positions which place the group 
firmly within the bourgeois camp. To believe 
that a united Ireland, however radical, could 


ous position with regard to the Protestant 
working class of Ulster, hints of which have 
bobbed to the surface in their discussions of 
the Unionist tactics during the currentround of 
talks. For the SWM, as with most of their 
Trotskyist cronies, the Protestant workers are 
basically seen as an obstacle in the way of 


Paisley: Neanderthal Face of Unionism. 


act independently of imperialist domination in 
today’s conditions is as utopian as it is crass. 
Since 1945 both Britain and Eire have been 
under the hegemony of US capital in the 
Western economic and military bloc. In fact to 
talk of British imperialism today at all, is to 
devalue the notion in Marxist terms: the Brit- 
ish army in Ulster is there as a policeman for 
the bloc asa whole. Again one gets the impres- 
sion that the SWM have got hold of a 70 year 
old, mainly descriptive book by Lenin and 
fetishised their notion of imperialism from 
there. 


Among the practical consequences of this 
thread bare political theory is the spectacle of 
the SWM acting as a virtual ginger group for 
Sinn Fein. At the recent council elections they 
called on the working class to vote for the 
Provos (“to give Thatcher and her ruling class 
cronies a headache”’!) and they have been active 
in several explicitly Republican campaigns. 
Atthe same time the SWM call for the building 
of a “socialist alternative”, so one wonders if 
they have actually been taken in by the bas- 
tardised pseudo-socialism of Sinn Fein or is it 
just a particularly disgusting brand of political 
opportunism which led them to ally with petty- 
bourgeois patriots? 

This is not to mention their somewhat ambigu- 


creating a 32 county state. They are variously 
described as “bought off by” and “identifying 
with” their exploiters, and so are usually ig- 
nored or at best patronised. 


In their eagerness to blame the working class 
for ideologies created by the bosses to divide 
them, these leftists mouth phrases from Marx, 
Engels and Lenin while carefully burying the 
principles of the workers movement under a 
heap of bourgeois sociological garbage. Un- 
ionist ideology represents the hegemony of 
tuling class ideas OVER the class, just as Re- 
publicanism represents nationalist illusions 
among Catholic workers, something the SWM 
is less happy to deal with. To compromise on 
the national question in Ireland is to join in 
with the capitalist strategy of divide and rule. 
Principled socialist activity must begin with 
the slogan, “Workers have no country. Work- 
ers of the world unite!” 


For contact with the CWO in Ireland write as 
follows: 


P.O. Box 117 
Head Post Office, 
Tomb Street, 
Belfast BT1 1AA. 


